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UNITED STATES SENATE (1 MR. PERRY: Let me ask a quick question here. Has
n ‘mgelﬁ ON GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS @ the minority contacted counsel for the NPF regarding this
SPECIAL INVESTIGATION : B deposition?
@ MS. ROSENBERG: No, I have not contacted counsel
w‘“ﬁyo% Dfsb? t51 for the NPF regarding this deposition. _
The m' u d""“- BLTON . ® MR. PERRY: And you're taking, obviously, this
o Id"’m“'w cou m"o' “'or“ e Uk .-d"‘"‘m““ . M deposition, in part, mrobe ma;ters regarding Mr. Bolton's
Senale, (9] emplo t at the ? correct?

Ooics Bkt commemad 4028 A s s m MS.ROSENBERG: That is correct.
Hiarrss, lm;mmwiuﬂuoht;ﬁummh.' (100 MR. PERRY: Please proceed.

M'mm s3en on behal of the - (11 THE WITNESS: Let me say I haven't contacted

1 word presen al of the parties: 112) counsel for NPF about this deposition, either.
APPEARANCES: Page2 |3 ml_s‘i ROSENBERG: All right, we have that on the
- 114 record.

05::"" of “:f"".“':’*'“ on 1% And, for background and pursuant to Mr. Bolton’s
LISA.".EMHQ' SENBEI;IG €sa (16} request, we would like to have marked as Exhibit Number 1 a
How.\hogo.masﬁs Es:q (+71 letter to Mr. Bolton confirming that he was here
DAVID MCKEAN, ESO. {16) voluntarily, as well as an attachment which is the order of

Counsel, Special Inves ' " St (] Semtormompsop_rcyrdipg_ the scope of this investigation.
United States w“m" Minorky :::':: : ‘[::::: m:m" Exhibit No.
e Do goaig A @2 identification.)
R4  Q: Mr. Bolton, would you state your name and current
PHILIP PERRY, ESQ.
Counsel, Special investigation, Majorty Stat 125) business address for the record?
United Stales Senats Page 6
Commiies on Govermmantal Aftairs 11 A: John R. Bolton. I'm senior vice president of the
Washingion, D.C. 20510 @ American Enterprise Institute, 1150 17th Street, Northwest,
_(202) 224-2000 @ Washington, D.C.
Paged | 4] @: And would you describe briefly your educational
CONTENTS 15 background since high school?
WITNESS: EXAMINATION BY COUNSEL @ A: Sure. ] graduated from Yale College in 1970 and
John Bolton 1 Yale Law School in 1974.
Sy Ms. Rosenberg 4 ® Q: Okay.And any other educational experience since
EXHIBITS ™ law school?
BO;:O:J DEPOSITION Exmasns MARKED 10) de A: A lot of educational experiences. No formal
. [t1} degree.
Paged |12 Q: And would you describe your empioyment history,
@ g Sy B v ] grachates from 1aw school I becam
@ Whereupon, [14) : Sure. When 1 gradual om law schoo e
@ JOHN BOLTON ['§] an associate at Covington & Burling in Washington. l was
1) was called for examination by counsel for the Committee on [16] there until early in 1981, when 1 joi‘ned the Reagan
15 Governmental Affairs and, having been first duly sworn by 17 Administration, where [ served first very bricfly in the
i) the notary public, was examined and testified as follows: (+8] acting counsel for the President’s office. Then, in
m INATION BY COUNSEL FOR THE MINORITY (ta] February of 1981, ] became general counsel of the U.S.
] COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 29 Agency for International Developrent. 1 served in that
) a: G : . BY MS. ROSENBERG: {21} position until February of 1982, when [ became assistant
i % Gona morning M Bolon. O e ko 568 Vet L
: . , m . stayed there un .When
:::’] mﬁam&;gg;m‘:fm us wf_:!; i‘:’ ““-"l for (24) became a partner at Covington & Burling and, during that
%) the minarity in this special invesugas‘mmﬁon of the U“'m!-‘c red (25 same time, | was execuu.ve director of the 1984 Republican —

{15 States Senate. Also here in Phil Perry, counsel for the
{t6] majority.

1m  And just for the record, we understand you're here
{ta] not pursyant to a subpoena; you're here voluntarily to
{19] answer questions. '

29 A: Right.

Ry Q: You are not represented by counsel?
22 A: That's correct.
23 @ And again you understand you could be represented

24) by counsel and you've just chosen not to be, correct?
25 _A: That's correct.

.

11 Platform Committee.
i 1left Covington & Burling in December of 1985
{3 when | was confirmed as assistant attorney general for
W) legislative affairs. | served in that capacity untl March
(51 of 1988, when I became assistant attorney genceral in charge
18 of the Civil Division.
m  Istayed there until May of 1989, when [ was
® confirmed as assistant secretary of state for intcrnational
® organizations. ! stayed thete until January 19, 1993.When
tto) I left, I was briefly at the Manhattan Institute. I
{11} practiced law at the firm of Lernert, Reed, Bolton & Sanders.
tz  1became president of the National Policy Forum in
(13) Janvary of 1995 and served until the end of December 1996.
114 1 was still practicing law during that period.And I have
115 been senior vice president of AEI since January 1 of this
{ve) year.
un Q: Okay. Just a couple of questions, working
118} backwards. You continued practicing law affiliasted with
] LN%“' Reed, Boiton & Sanders during the time you were at
m 9~
@1 A: That's correct, and still do today.s
@ Q: Okay. My next question.
2% A Although it’s now called Lerner, Recd, Bolton &
{24} McMannis.

@51 Q: Thank you.
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't MR, PERRY: |s that in town? im  A: Probably sometime in 1993, probabiy around the
@ THEWITNESS: Yes. R {21 summer when its formation was announced.
(] BY MS. ROSENBERG: @ @ And who do you recall learning that from?
4]  Q: And what kind of law do you practice with Lerner, 1 A: I don't recall any specific individual.
Reed? 5 Q: In the summer of '93, did you know Haley Barbour?
w!  A: Principally international law, a variety of 8 A: ['d known Haley Barbour since at least the summer
(M different socts, some litigation. n of 1976.
[9 Q: Is there any lobbying involved with Lerner - do &t Q: Did Haley Barbour discuss the formation of the
® you do any lobbying with Lerner, Reed? ) National Policy Forum with you?
110y A: Notin the sense of lobbying Congress. {tog  A: Not as such. Right after he became chairman he
pyv  Q: Inany sense? [11] discussed his idea. He called me and we discussed his idea
12 A: No.l have contact with executive branch agencics 112 of finding 2 better policy mechanism for the Republican
‘ 13) from time to time on matters that are before clients - (13] Party as 2 whole and we talked about several things, but at
4) contract disputces, that sort of thing. 114) that point I don’t think the idea of a Nationa! Policy Forum
(15 Q: And did you ever do any lobbying during your time {15] came up. c o
(16 at Lerner, Reed? pe]  Q: Did Haley Barbour ever discuss with you the idea
{m  A: I have done some lobbying there and did some 111 of the National Policy Forum per se prior to its formation?
_{18 lobbying at Covington & Burling before that. (1)  A: Prior to its formation, no.
1w  Q: Did you do lobbying while you were at NPF? e Gt Were you in any way involved in the formation of
;@0 A: Not on the Hill and not other than for client [ the National Policy Forum?
7R1) dispute matters with the Federal Government. In other 217  A: Notin the formation.
-2 words, these are not matters in adjudication but they were 2 & What did you know about the National Policy Forum
‘[23) contract disputes with, for example, AID. [2n when you first learned of it?
¢  Q: For example, what? 12 A: I think the first knowledge [ had was the
@9 A: AID. 25 announcement that a number of poficy councils were being
Paged Page 12

'j:; Q: And you mentioned that you practice in the area of

¢ B international law.'When you have had lokbying clients, have

) some of those been international companies, organizations,
.. {4 individuals? :
1 A: No,
.18  Q: They've been all local, U.S. domestic -
@ A: US. domestic.
--181  Q: Organizations.
-1¥ You said that you were assistant secretary of
: g107 state for internaticnal organizational affairs; is that
" wcorrect?
wa, A Organizations, yes.
04 Q: And that was with the Bush Administration?
f147  A: That's correct.
[s]  Q: And who appointed you to that?
(16§  A: The President,
1M Q: And what were your duties and responsibilities in
(18} that position?
9 A: [ was overall in charge of U.S. policy in the UN.
[20) system and various other international organizations.
@21 Q: And you also mentioned that you were executive
122 director of the ‘84 Republican Platform Committee.
[z3)  A: That's correct.
‘Re;  Q: Was that a paid position?
2§ __A: [ received compensation as a consuitant in July -

(1 I'm sorry - in August and September of 1983.Then 1
@ received some compensation - I'm not sure of that now. [
31 don't think 1 did receive compensation from the Pladorm
1} Committee,
% Q: Okay.And how did you come to be on the Platform
te] Committee?
m A I'wasn't actually a member of it. | was the
{8} executive director. The members ate delegates of the
® convention. Paul Laxalt asked me to do it.
e Q: I'm sorry; Paul -
(1 A: Laxalt Lax-adt.
{12 MR. PERRY: Nevada?
(133  THE WITNESS: Yes, R-Nev.
114) BY MS. ROSENBERG:
i) _ Q: And again, as executive director of the Platform
(18] Comumittee, what were your duties and responsibilities?
'n _ A: [ was overall in charge of the staff of the
118) Platform Committee, preparing the draft of the platform.
{t  sically worked with Trent Lott, who was chairman of the
R _,atform Commitice.
Yy Q: 50 you had input into the platform of the
(22 Republican Party at that point?
Ry A: Yes.
R4  Q: Okay. Let’s move on to your employment at NPE
[2s] When'did you first learn of NPF's existence?

Page 10

Ity created and 1 signed up for the Foreign Policy Council and
@ was a member of that council.
™  Q: And when was that that you signed up for that
4) council?
51 A: Sometime in the summer or fall of 1993,
6§ Q: And what was your role in the policy council?
m  A: There were a couple of meetings. There was a kind
18) of organizational meeting chaired by Senator Lugar and
19 Senator Kassebaum, who were the co-chairs of that council,
(o) in the fall of 1993, There were a couple of meetings 1o
[11] discuss drafts of the document that later became Listening
{rz) for America, which was published in the summer of 1994, and
{13 1 think that's it. .
(14  Q: And what was the specific council you were on?
115  A: The Foreign Policy Council. There were 14 or 15,
(161 I think, original policy councils.
pn Q: And did anyone from the National Policy Forum ask
118 you to be on the Foreign Policy Council?
(15 A: No, I think this was in response [0 a general
[20] mailing that I reccived and I returned the form.
@1 Q: Were you asked to contribute to the National
e Policy Forum?
23  A: Never specifically. I received a lot of mail from
g the forum. It wouldn't surprisc me if in one of those there
{25]_ was a generalized request to conttibute, but 1 never did.

Page 13
t1  Q: Do you know how you came to be on the mailing list
(2 of the National Policy Forum?

@ A:Idon't

@ Q: Prior to becoming president of the National Policy

(51 Forum, and other than the policy council work you just

16} mentioned, did you have any other involvement with the

M National Policy Forum?

@  A: Ithink I spoke to Mike Baroody once or twice

5] about it. | spoke to Judy van Rest on several occasions in
(10] connection with an article of mine that they published in
11y Common Sense in the summer of 1994 on the United Nations.
12 Q: And what did you speak to Mike Baroody about?
113) A A pumber of ways that I might be helpful to the
(14) council. There was some discussion about whether I might
115) join the National Policy Forum and that didn’t eventuate. |
{15 talked to him about some of the things he might be doing
(17 with the National Policy Forum. Very genctal conversation.
(1] M,R. PERRAY: Could you give us a time frame for
¢ that?
o1 THE WITNESS: Summer of '93, fall of '93.
®1) BY MS. ROSENBERG:
ry Q: How did you know Mr. Baroody?
@1 A: 1 met him first, I think, in the carly 1970s.
24) When [ was a law studenz I did research and writing for two

fzs}_of my law professors, Ralph Winter and Bob Bork, who were

Page 8 - Page 13 (4) Min-U-Script® Miller Reporting Company, Inc.
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{11 adjunct scholars at the American Enterprise Institute, which
12 was headed at that time by - in the early "70s - by Bill
™) Baroody, Senior, who was Mike Baroody’s father, at a time
4t when | think Mike Baroody worked for Senator Dole. And it
15) would have been sometime in that petiod.
8 Q: And did you remain friendly or at {east in contact
m with Mr. Barcody -
1 A: Yes,I met him professionally from time to time.
® Q: So you knew him when he became president of the
(10} National Policy Forum?
1 A: Yes.
(127  Q: And when you spoke to him about the National
(13] Policy Forum, were these conversations that you initiated or
114} conversations that he initiated?
18 A: 1don't really recall who initiated them.
(%]  Q: And in the summer of '3 through the fall of ‘93,
11 [ believe is when you said you'd spoken to him, or through
(1 94, roughly how often did you speak with him?
(91 A: During that 18-month period, two or three Limes,
19 Q: These were conversations over the phone?
R A: Over the phone.The National Policy Forum had a
2] couple of functions in Washington. I think 1 saw him at at
123 least one of those, that sort of thing.
f24  Q: Prior to being employed at the Nationa! Policy
{25) Forum, other than speaking to Mike Baroody and Judy van

1] conversation was?
™  A: Couple of minutes.
B  Q: Were you surprised when he called you and asked
4] you to be president?
5 A: Yes.
{6 Q: Do you know how he got your name, why he thought
M of you as a potential candidate for president?
@® A: Idon't know. I suppose you could ask him.
® Q: When was the next conversation you had with Mr.
{10} Barbour?
1 A: As [ said, we met, I belicve, in his office
{121 sometime shortly thereafter. I don't recall the date,
113) Thanksgiving was in there somewhere and we had to work
(4] around that.

(1s] G Was anyone &lsc at the meeting?

e A: No.

vn Q: And how long was the meeting?

(18}  A: Approximately a half an hour of so.

1% Q: And what was discussed at that meeting?

roy  A: What the responsibilities of being president would

1] be, some of his ideas for what NPF would be doing in 1995-
1221 1996, what the existing staff structure was, a pretty broad
(23} array of topics.

R4 Q: Did you discuss your salary and comapensation at

125 that meeting?

Page 15
11 Rest, was there anyonc else at the National Policy Forum
121 that you spoke to? _
m  A: I'm sure | spoke to people in connection with
) going to some of these meetings for the preparation of the
15 text of Listening to America, but those were clerical
& conversations.
M Q: Once the National Policy Forum was up and running
18 but before you came onto the National Poticy Forum, did you
19 speak with Haley Barbour about the NPF?
pop  A: 1don’t think so. 1 don't think so.
(tn  Q: Did you speak with Donald Fierce?
1z A: Not before - 1 had never met Mr. Fierce until
(13} aftes Mr-Barbour first approached me about becoming
114) president.
't Q: And when did Mr. Barbour first approach you about
(161 becoming president?
' A: Sometime after the 1994 congressional election,
t10) before Thanksgiving sometime.
119 Q: So November of '94?
2oy A: Yes.
@11 Q: And that was the first time anyone had approached
221 you about becoming president of NPF?
‘123 A: Yes.
24y Q: And how did Mr. Basbour first contact you? Was it
125) by telephone or in person?

Page 16
{1 A: By telephone.
2 O And can you describe to me that first telephone
[3 conversation with Mr. Barbour?
4 A: He asked me if I'd be interested in becoming
18 president. We talked a little bit over the phone about what
{6 thal might entajl and I think we agreed to meet shordy
@ thereafter, but I don't remember whether that would have
1) also been in Noveraber ot whether that was early December.
® The phone conversation, I think, was fairly brief.
1o Q: Do you recall, during the phone conversation, what
111] he might have said becoming president of NPF would entail?
12 A: The idea of NPF that attracted me was having a
13 vehicle 1o heip develop Republican policies. What Mr.
4] Barbour had said when he was sceking to become chairman of
{15 the RNC in '92 and '93 was that the '92 election showed that
116) the party had lost the int¢licctual ferment and creativity
(17 that it had in the late 1970s and he was interested in
ns; helping to recreate it.
199 [ cerwinly shared that analysis and thought this
120 would be an exciting way 1o do exactly that.
211 Q: In the first telephone conversation with Mr.
(22 Barbour, did he mention that fund-raising would be an
{23 important part of your job?
@) A: [ don’t think fund-rajsing came up.
25 Q: Do vou have anv idea how long the phone

Page 18

A Yes.

@  Q: Did yo.) discuss NPF's budget at that mecting?

B A: We discussed it in general terms. I don't think

) there was any discussion of specific figures.

s Q: Did you discuss NPF's financial situation at that

(&) point; in other words, whether NPF was in debt at that

M point?

@ A: Yes, we discussed what he expected would be the

@ allocation respoensibilities for revenues and expenses, -
1] which, very briefly stated, were that he would take the bulk
(1 of the responsibility for fund-raising. I had told him that
1t 1 had essentially no fund-raising expcericnce for this sort
(13) of thing. He said he understood that. He was interested in
(t4] me because of my policy background but said that he hoped,
151 in terms of explaining the work that NPF was doing, that 1
(19 would be prepared 1o meet with potential contzibutors.
' We discussed the responsibilities for managing NPF
(18) and he made it clear that I would be responsible, as
(10 president, for ali management, that he was obviously the
20y chairman of the board. '
211  We discussed the fact that NPF was set up
(22 separately from the RNC and had applied for 501(cX4)
123 status. I know a bit about that area of the law a:;d 1
124 discussed with him the importance of keeping it both

(25 operationally and organiza tionally separate from the RNC and

Page 19
t1] he fully agreed with that.
= MR, PERRY: Can you givc tne a time frame a little
(3] moare precisely for that last portion of the conversation?
#]  THE WITNESS: How long that took?
% MR. PERRY: How long that took and on what days
16 that occurred.
7  THE WITNESS: It was on the day that | met with
11 Mr. Barbour in his office and I couidn't give you an
® estimated amount of time. But I was very specific about
o that, for a lot of reasons. Having been in the Federal
{t1} Government, I had lots of experience with loose chains of
1121 command and | wanted to understand precisely what it was and
13y [ think he made it very clear what it was.
(4 MR, PERRY: Let’s let Howard identify himself.

ps MR, SKLAMBERG: I'm Howard Sklamberg with the
{18} minority.
(7 BY MS. ROSENBERG:

ne  Q: On the 50i(cX4) status, were you surprised that

(191 NPF - was it your understanding that the 501(c)(4) status

120] application was still pending?

1)  A: Yes.We discussed the fact that the application

1221 had been made, that the IRS had made a supplemental request
zn for information. We discussed My, Basbour's opinion why the
[2¢) application had not been granted. He explaincd that both

[25] the organizational matters refating to the founding of NPE
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in and the filing of the application had ﬁwicwcd
[@ extensively by counsel, that counsel was confident that both

{31 the ofganizational and operationas tests had buen met. -

9  Q: This was counsel for NPF?
51  A: Counsel for NPE, and that the :pplicatio.. would be
16) granted.
M At some point after that, [ reviewed f2ic articles
{9 of incorporation and other documents o satisfy myself that
[ it met the purpose test and | believed that it did.
no  Q: Were you surprised that the application seemed to
(11 be taking a long time, the granting of 501(c)X4) status?
(122 A: No,it's been my experience, and 1 spoke to
(13 [riends of mine who were tax iawyers, that sometimes the 1RS
[14] takes an extraordinarily long time to make up its mind.
15 Q: So you weren't concerned about this -
1§  A: Well, I would have preferred that the application
171 be granted as soon as possible, absolutely, but knowing the
(18] way the [RS functions and how slow it can be and how
1191 inefficient it can be, it didn't surprise me.
@0  Q: Did you have - this is jumping ahecad a lictle
1) bit - did you have any other dealings with the IRS on
2 501(cXd) status while you were president of NPF?
Ry A Well, 1 had one or two conversations with one of
{24 the staff attorneys who was handling the application
{25 sometime in 1995.The conversation was, in both cases, |

l Special Investigation

(1 were, in effect, two debts - 2 debt to Signet and a smalier
R debt that remained to the RNC.
P O: During that first conversation with Haley Barbour,
# did he tell you anything about the particulars of the Signet
151 Bank loan; in other words, that there was a guarantee made
161 by Young Brothers?
7 A: There was no discussion about the specifics of the
fe} loan.There was no mention of Young Brothers or a
{¥) guarantee.
o)  Q: During that first conversation where you testified
{11} that Haley Barbour said that he would take the bulk of the
{121 fundraising responsibilities, what did you understand that
[13] to mean? What was he going to do as far as fund-raising?
14 A: That he would be the person who did most of the
1151 asking for contributions, He explained that NPF did not do
g direct mail fund-raising, like many other think-tanks do,
t71 and that he was not eager to get involved in that. And he
{te} said that he had intended that he would be the principal
[*e fund-raiser and that he would continye that.
2 I had told him, as | mentioned earlier, that ] had
21} ¢ssentially no fundraising experience and that [ wanted him
[22) to understand that beforc [ undertook the job.
@] Q: During that first meeting with Haley Barbour
¢ sometime in November, did he offer you the job on the spot?
s A: Yes, 1 believe so.

Page 23
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ty think very briefly, essentially along the lines of "Where

R are you?" The answer was equally brief: "Well, we're still

@ working on it.”

#}  There was a second supplemental reguest for

15 information from the IRS in late 95 or early ‘96 and

& didn’t deal directly with the IRS about that but

M participated in preparing the NPF response.

1  Q: What type of information were they requesting?

@ A: Well, 1 don't have the document but it was
(10, materials about what NPF's activities had been in 1995.
111 That inciuded the 10 or 11 megaconferences that NPF had

" *  p2 conducted in Washington on a range of issues, policy

3] issues - telecommunications, international trade, heaith
. 14) care, 2 range of things like that. I'm sute you have at
115} least some of that documentation.
ve  We provided copies of Common Sense, the quarterly
(17 publication. We provided copics of the NPF Newsletter and
{\@) other documentation like that. I think we updated
{19 information on who was a member of the NPF board of
[20] directors, that sort of thing.
1) Q: And did you prepace that information or did your
22 counsel ~
@] A: I participated. Counsel for NPF made the fina)
{24] submission and was overall responsible for putting it

Page 24

i  Q: And did you accept it?

@1 A: I did not, no.

@  Q: When did you accept Mr. Barbour's offer?

W A: Shortly before Christmas, I believe. ! was before

51 the first of the year.

@  Q: Christmas of '94?

m A:'94.

8 Q: Did you have any other meetings with Mr. Barbour

m before accepting his offer?
(g} A: I don't think we had any other mectings. I think
{111 we had another conversation or two on the phone.
(*2  Q: And do you recall what you discusscd in the phone
113) conversations before you accepted the offer?
114 A: I chink one thing that | had mentioned in the
{15} meeting that ] wanted to be clear with him about was that [
(161 would be able to continue to practice law during my tenure
(171 at NPE which he agreed to. Obviously NPF would be the
118} priority and, as for any lawyes, there would be no conflict
{19 of interest question that came up. I didn't think there
20 would be. I don’t think there ever was, but I wanted to
f21] just be sure he understood that for me, that was a
122) prerequisite to accepting the position, and he agreed with
[3) that.
R4  Q: Did you, during thase phone conversations, give
{251_him any idea of how much time you would be spending

25)_together.
. Page 22
M Q: Who was counse! for NPF at that time?
®m A Well, the first counsel for NPF was Linda Long,
@ who left her law firm, the Blank, Rome law firm, in late '95
) because of personal iliness. She was replaced by Tim Fry of
{s that firm and [ believe it was Mr. Fry who was responsible
18 for putting together the response to the second IRS
™ supplemental request.
18 Q: Geuting back to the discussion you were having
1o with Haley Barbour, the first discussion about you becoming
110) president of NPF, did he tell you at that time that NPF was
(9] in debt?
(13 _ A: He was there a debt; some money was owed to Signet
"3 Bank; some money was owed to the RNC. He expressed
(14; confidence that money would be paid to pay it off.
(15t Q: Did you know how much was owed to Signet Bank?
(1e  A: ldon't recall if he mentioned a figure or not,
" Q: And do you recall if he mentioned the figure that
{18 was owed (o the RNC?
1tst  A: Idon't recall,
0. Q: Did he tell you anything in detail at all about
P e Bank loan at that first mecting?
=, # A: ] think what [ recall is that he mentioned that a
2] loan had - that NPF had a debt to the RNC, that he had
4} decided at some paoint in 1994 to take out a bank loan to pay

125,_off part of that debt and that that explained why there

Page 25
{4 practicing law versus how much time you waould be abie to
2 spend at NPP?
B A: We didn’t really discuss it in terms of time. [
@) made the commitenent to him that whatever my responsibilities
{5 were at NPE that those would be fulfilled and the law
Is} practice would be in addition to that.
M Q: Was your salary adjusted based on the fact that
@} you continued to practice law?
B  A: The salary was fixed, was at his offer, ahd was to
(10] do the job necessary to be done at NPF, and he agreed to
(11} that. "
1121 Q: Were there any other salary alterations or payment
113 adjustments with the law firm when you went to work for NPF?
(4] MR. PERRY: I'm not surc that's really within the
115] scope of our investigation. .
[1¢l E WITNESS: [ think that's ey personal business,

{171 quite frankly.

18} Y BY MS. ROSENBERG:
ne  Q: So you're refusing to answer the question?

20 MR. PERRY: His personal law firm stuff is so far

Y outside our scope that it’s insulting. .

2 MS. ROSENBERG: Excuse me, Phil. 1 don't believe

23] you're representing this client. .

74 MR.PERRY: No, I'm not, but I'm representing the
[} integrity of the committee and that's an improper question,
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{1 MS. ROSENBERG: Phil, I'll ask the witness the -
(21 questions and let him decide whether he wants to answer.
™  THE WITNESS: I'm not going to answer that
(41 question because 1 don't think it has any pertinence to your
15 inquiry.
61 - MR. PERRY: Our job is not to probe people’s
@ personal financial information.
18] BY MS. ROSENBERG:
® O Did you discuss your employment or pending
0] employmient at NPF with anyone else at NPF before you
111 accepted in December of 1994?
ns A: No.
1131 Q: Haley Barbour was the only NPF person that you
114) talked to about it?
s A: That's correct.
nel  Q: And then you decided to accept the offer, as you
P17 said, sometime in December of 1994, Did you have any other
118] meetings with Haley Barbour ar did you just make a phone
(19 call and tell him you accepted?
200 A: As]think 1 testified 2 minute ago, I think we
1 had another coupie of phone conversations and that was it.
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(1} correct?
@ A: Idon’t know that I would call it transitioning.
{3 1 think, as Haley described it to me, that phase was over.
t4 His idea for "95-'96 was as | described and as 1 laid out in
i5) that Common Sense article and that's what we began to do in
{6 January of '95.
fn  Q: So the megaconferences were Haley Barbour's idea;
18) is that correct?
@ A: It wasn't a completely formed idea but his notion
(to} was that major policy conferences in Washington on currently
(11) topical policy issucs was what he wanted NPF to do,and |
(12] concurred in that.
113 Q: Had you discussed that idea or notiont of major
14y policy conferences in Washington prior to You starting at
(1] NPF?
1g)  A: Yes, I think we discussed it at the meeting in his
' office.
p8)  Q: And you agreed that that was a good idea?
g A: I thought it was a great idea.
Ry  Q: Who did you answer to at NPF? Who was your
21] supervisor?

22y There were no more meetings that [ remember. 22 A: lanswered to Haley as chairman of the board.
237 Q: When you first came on, then, in January of '95, ) Q: Anyone elsc?

(24] what did you understand the mission of NPF to be? R4y A: No.

28] __A: The tasks that Haley had in mind for NPF are 25 Q: And who was immediately below you?
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1) acrually contained in some detail in an article in Common
) Sense, the first issue of Common Sense after | took over,
P calied “The Mission of the National Policy Forum™ in 1995,
@ and fe:? “ree r take a look at that !+ ras »~cjcally to
[8) €Om it i igany nlerences, to tregin o« wi. i wn the book that
8 eveniwaly Muraae Agenda for Americ. i continue to publivh
7 Common Sense and 7o otherwise engage in activities typicai
18 of think-tanks in Washington.
1 QG When you first came on in January of '95, did you
poy make any staff changes at NPF?
i1 A: Well, there were some staff changes that were
() being made, in effect, by people who were leaving at the
(13} tire and ] brought some additional people in, not
(14] necessarily in January, but I began at that point to
(15] assemble my own management team and to make changes, yes.
(161 Q: Out of who you consider the senior staff that were
(1 already in place when you came on, did any of the senior
(18) staff leave after you came on or around the time period that
{19 you started at NPP?
21 A: Yes, Kelly Guesnier, who had been in charge of
121 fund-raising in ‘93 and '94, had either already announced or
{22] announced shortly after 1 arrived that she was leaving, and
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(1 A: Jackic Wolcott.

@ Q: Anyone else?

19 A: After [ removed Denring, she was the vice

9 president.

8 @ On policy decisions that the NPF made, who was

I8 ultimately responsible for those decisions?

m  A: llaley and me.

& Q: Haley and you together?

®  A: Sometimes [ made them by myself. Sometimes we
[10) made them together. Sometimes he made them. The two of us
(11} made them, onc way or the other.
(17 Q: And financial issucs at NPE, who was ultimately
(13) responsible for those decisions?
19)  A: Haley and | discussed budget questions on 2
115} regular basis, discussed the conferences we were going to
(1§ do, discussed Agenda for America, things like that, 5o that
(171 he was well aware of what we were doing. We were very
{3} Aosely in touch on the program of work on a regular basis.
tm  Q: How often did you talk to Haley Barbour when you
o] were working at NPF?
{211 A: ! think it's very hard to give you an average but
1221 whenever | needed to, basically.

4231 1 replaced her with Grace Wiggins and Diane Harrison. ) Q: And you would just call him?
4  Mary Crawford, who had been in charge of public Re)  A: Call him or go over and sce him, sure.
25 _affairs, also left about that time and I replaced her with ©2s;  Q: He did not have an office at NPF,; is that correct?
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111 Fran Westner.

@ Common Sense, at that point, the cditorship was

3 vacant. I think Judy van Rest had already left and I filled

4 that position with Cary Weil. .

51  And a little bit longer after that, I replaced -

18 1 eliminated Denning and Denning'’s position and created 2

M new position which 1 think was originally called vice

1 president for policy and later just vice president, with

@ Jackic Wolcott.
oy Q: Did the staff overall increase or decrease around
111) the time period you started?
127 A: It had been decreasing, as 1 understand it,
113) beginning in basically the summer of 1994. With all of the
(1] changes that were being made, ! think it basically
s stabilized around March or April at a level perhaps one or
18] two people below where it was on January 1, 1995.
1t Q: About how mzny people were on staff at that time?
18 A: There were about 20, 25 at that point. There were
119 other people I let go at what [ would call below the senior
{207 stafT tevel at about that time, as well,
29 Q: It's my understanding, and correct me if I'm
[z wrong, that around the time that you came on 10 NPF or
{23 shortly thereafter, NPF was transitioning from doing a lot
124] of grassroots forums throughout the country to moving into
[25)_the space of what you describe as megaconferences; is that
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t1it  A: No, that's correct.
[ Q: So yoowould have to reach him at the RNC?
@ A: Or on the road or in Mississippi or wherever.
¥ Q: Were you usually able to reach Haley Barbour
15 directly or did you have to talk to his staff?
¢ A: Well, sometimes I taiked to Barbara, his
(1 secretary, or Molly or Kirk or other people over there,
18 Sanforg McAllister somctimes, because he was on the road,
# and I'd say, "Tell Haley X,” and they would pass it on and
(0] then they would ~ Batbara, for example, would call me or
{11] call Jackie and tell us what the response was.
(7 Q: And you mentioned a couple of first names.
(131 A: Holly Salatch was an assistant. Kirk Blalock was
114] an assistant. Barbara Ehrenrich was an assistant. Sanford
(151 McAllister was his chief of staff at the RNC.
(6] Q: Other than the individuals you just named, was
{17 there anyone else at the RNC that you talked to on a regular
(1e) basis?
(ts1  A: Not on a regular basis, no.
{200 Q: Was there anyone else at the RNC that you talked
1) to occasiopally?
27 A: During the coursc of two years? Sure. I'm surc [
(23 ran into and said hello to probably 100 people at different

[24] times during the course ~
@5 Q: Let me clarify the question. Was there anyone
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11) clse at the RNC you talked to about NPF business?
@  A: During the first six ot seven menths of 1995, NPF
i3] did a television program called Listening to America. We
. ] used the RNC as a vendor, in effect, paid them a commercial
rate for the use of the TV studio and some of their
=] personnel to produce the show. Fran Westner was basically
[ in charge of that refationship but from time to time I spoke
(e} with other people over there about it.
®  Q: Other than the individuals that you named that
1o were Haley Barbour's assistants or worked with Haley Barbour
(1) in dealing with the individual you named in dealing with the
12) Listening to America television program, is there anyone
(13 ¢lse at the RNC that you spoke to about NPF business?
114¢ A There were a Jot of people that | had
(15] conversations with where I would mention NPF because that's
(1] where I worked and that’s what I talked to everybody about.
M1 Let me make it very clear. I didn't take any
_[s8j orders or any direction or any suggestions or any guidance
-{i9) or anything from anybody at the RNC.
‘ROl MA. PERRY: is thac also true of the NPF staff?
@) THE WITNESS: To the best of my knowledge. If [
* {22y had known anything eise, [ would have fired them.
“123) BY MS. ROSENBERG:
@4  Q: Did you bring on any new board members at the time

i
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1 T don't recall at this time. It was the first one, the

) first megaconference.
] ~  BY MS. ROSENBERG:
#1  Q: And your role in shaping the telecommunications
{5 debate that you just described -
&8  A: Well, I was overall in charge of putling together
 the structure of the conference and making the final
(8) decisions on who would participate on the pancls, who the
81 speakers would be, how we would structure the issucs that
(19 the pancls were to discuss, and that sort of thing.
1111 Q: Would you have been the person who | think you
(121 described would have shaped the debate as o how to
13 dercgulate versus how to slow regulation?
14 A: I'wish I could take credit for it but I think that
(151 would be reaching a little bit. No, that was - each of the
(18] different megaconferences had a different subject. Each we
17 tried to craft in a different way to highlight what we
116) thought the particular pertinent issues were, and I would
(191 have been very much involved in that.
20} Q: Who else would have been involved in this
121 discussion? '
22 A: Others in the NPF staff - Haley, to a ccrtairt
{23 extent. He was very involved in telecommunications because
{24] it was our first one; it was an issue he was personally
125)_interested in. I think it's fair to say that he wanted to

_ 25 you started at NPF?
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= Ar Well, it wouldn't have been for me to bring them
7 42} on. I was elected to the board so I guess | should count
3] myself. ] believe that Congressman Boehner also joined the
| ...4 boardat the same time 1 did, and [ think that's it.
=18 Q: And did you recommend Congressman Boehner to the
| i (4 boardor did-
. -M  A: No,I think that was a recommendation Haley had
| . .8 concluded before I came on. 1 believe that both my election
.- and Congressman Boehner's election were at the January ‘95
| * qio] board meeting.
* % Q: Do you still have the minutes to the board
| _  meetings?
13 A:No,1donot.
iy Q: I'm assuming there were minutes of the board
. [15) meetings and you had them at one time.
| py  A: They were in the NPF files.
1n  Q: After starting at NPF, what was your role as far
| [s8) as developing policy, NPF policy?
{19 A: Well, a iot of what NPF did was try to encourage
2ty discussion of major policy issues. It was our view -
1] there's an analogy in political science in the American
{2 political system, and I forget the author of it but it's a
{23) very good analogy that says the American political system is
‘{24 really not a two-party system; it’s a one-and-a-half-party
125) system. It describes it as the sun and the moon. There's
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11] be sure that the first one was a success. But 1 think as
2 Lme went on, fairly quickiy, the level of his participation
[9) in putting together the megaconferences went down very
] substantially.
55 Qi Do you recall who the panelists were in the
1) telecommunications conference?
M A: Well, 1 recall some of them. The opening speaker
(8 was Jay Keyworth, who had been President Reagan’s science
{91 adviser. The closing speaker, who was originally intended
['® to be a luncheon spcaker, which was the pattern we generally
(1] followed, was Senator Dole, which I was very pleased at. [
(12] remember from my days at the Justice Department in the mid-
{13] 1580s when the United States was the only major
(4] industrialized country to have its telecommunications pelicy
1151 run by 2 Federal District Court judge, that Senator Dole had
(16] been one of the first people to propose legislation to get
1171 us out of that particulzr conundrum. He had been invoived
18] in telecommunications reform from the beginning. He was
(9] obviously the majority leader of the Senate. We thought it
120] 'was great for NPF to get him involved in that first
[2%] conference.
221 In terms of the panels, we really established the
(23] pattern there that we hoped to follow in all the subsequent
{241 megaconferences, which was that we wanted a very high-level
(28 _public discussion among key members of Congress who would
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11 one dominant party that’s intellectually dominant and the
{2 other party tends to be a pale reflection of it.
i m Itwas my view in 19951996 that the Republican
14 Party was the intellectual sun in that metaphor and a lot of
| (5) what we were trying to do was encourage debate among
s Republicans on a variety of policy issues.
| m  Soit was not so much we were setting policy as
(e) such as it was encouraging debate. And just as an cxample
| m of that, the first megaconference we did was on
o) telecommunications reform and there were a number of
{11) differcnt positions that different lawmakers had. Different
ira policy analysts had different positions, But essentially it
1 [13) ‘Was an argument about the extent and speed and nature of
| 4] telecommunications deregulation. In other words, the debate
115 was no longer increased regulation versus decreased
(1€ regulation.The debate was how to deregulate, which we
p7 considered a fundamentally conservative or Republican
1g] debate.
1 » And we thought that airing the various points of
{ _# iew aboul that sort of thing was something very positive we
R1 could do. It contributed or we hoped it would contribute to
rz2) the recreation of that intellectual ferment in the
231 Republican circles that I mentioned before.
Py MR, PERRY: When was that particular forum?
25 THE WITNESS: It was in February or March of '95.
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{11 actually be involved in shaping the policy concerning
7 telecommunications deregulation and major corporate
@ decisions-makers and leaders of people interested in the
) policy decisions that would result.
59 We thought that that kind of discussion would be
(6] most appealing 1o what we considered our natusal
M constituency, which was the members of the NPF policy
8! committees, various interested parties and think-tanks,
(8 academic and press around town, and we thought it would
(101 provoke 2 very high level of discussion.And [ think, by
1t1) and large, that turned out to be correct.
1121 At telecommunications we had Senator Packwood,
113] Senator Pressler. We had the chairman of the House
114] Telecommunications ~ Jack Brooks, chairman of the House
(15 subcommittee that had jurisdiction. We had, I think,a
(161 number of other members of Congress, and we had a number of
1171 industry CEQs or other top corporate management.
(8l The speakers and the rough order of the panels at
(191 all the megaconferences werc contained in one-page hand-outs
(0] that were given to everybody as they camc in. We had a filc
121] of those at NPF and I believe it was stored at the time we
2] basically closed it down. You may well have copies of it.
23  Q: Do you recall any of the CEOs that were panclists?
4 A: Gerald Levin from Time-Warner. [ belicve the head
125)_of the Southern Company. We had an executive, 1 think, from
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v Bell South. We had a senior executive on the international
@ sidc of AT&T. We had, 1 think, the CEQ of MCL And there
1 were others, as well.
(4 1may say I haven't reviewed any documents in
(51 connection with this deposition and I did not participate in
16 or see any of the documents that [ had read in the newspaper
™ NPF has produced to you.
®  Q: 1 understand this is all to the best of your
® recollection and I appreciate that.
poy  Of the guests at that teleconference that you just
{141 named the CEOs, the panelists, did you personally invite
112 those CEQOs? Did someone else invite them?
1131 A: Personally in the sense that | probably sent cut
14 letters to each of them, cither confirming their
[15) participation or putting the formal invitation on a piece of
{16 paper to get it into their respective corporate decision-
(17 making systems.
(18]  How they were individually approached, you know,
w67 varied with each individual and each conference. 1 could
120) try and answzr that on sort of an individual by individual
(21} basis but it was whatever - the same way you try to invite
[221 arybady to 2 conference. It's to find the best person who
123 can persuade them that this is something they want to do.
r24)  Q: Did you have any personal or professional contacts
125)_with any of the paneljsts, either at the telecommunications
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11} spokespeople for various perspective in respective
2 substantive areas were, and they had idcas. We would speak
@ with - policy council directors would speak with Senate and
{4 House staff members who were substantive experts in these
(s} things. Sometimes [ would talk to members of Congress or
{6] staff people about that. I knew a [ot of people in the kind
M of think-tank community around Washington that [ would talk
[®) to.And it was a very - we tried to cast the net very
® broadly because we were Jooking for people who were
{10} articulate, who could provide the kind of perspectives that
[11] We wanted.
112 One thing we found was that frequenty -~ 1 don't
+3 know about frcquently - one thing we found was that there
[14] were times when it was difficult to get corporate
15 spokespeople because they feared regulatory retaliation. So
{161 we also used representatives of trade associations or
(17 academics and think-tank persons. There was no one correct
(18) formua for each megaconfercnce. Each one was constructed
{19] On its own.
0] Q: You said that corporate spokespeopie fearcd
f21) regulatory retaliation?
(z21  A: Some corporate officials ~ for example, we did a
23] cunference on the Food and Druyg Aduidsistation 22 because
(24} many of the industry people had applications for new drug
{25] permits or were seeking other kinds of segulatory approval,
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(1} conference or any others?

@  A: Personal or professional over what period? My

[ entire professional career?

#] @: Recent personal or professional, around the time

15} of - say within a few years of the time you started working

161 at NPE

m  A: Well, I don't think I had any pesrsonal or

(9 professional contact with any of the noncongressional

@ people. Senator Pressler I had known because he was on the
10 Senate Foreign Relations Committee and | was at the State
(11) Department.
12 Senator Packwood | had dealt with when [ was at
(13 the Justice Department in a variety of contexts, I think to
(14] a lesser extent ‘when I was at the Suate Department.
1151  Congressman Brooks I had not met until shortly
116) beforc the megaconference. I met with him in his office to
(17 discuss the conference. That was a case where [ invited him
1 specifically right there to testify.
19 Senator Dole I had known for many years. My first
0 wife worked for him.
21 Jay Keyworth I had known when he was science
122 adviser to President Reagan. That's it of those I remember.
23 Q: And ] believe you testified that at least at that

‘R4 first megaconference - well, maybe you didn't testify to

(25]_this - did you personally or professionally know any of the

Page 42

{9 they were concerned that being publicly visible criticizing

(2 the FDA, its commissioners, its procedures, might risk the

1 pending applications that their companies had.

4  We received many of the same comments from people

51 concerned about EPA and some of the other regulatory

(6] agencies, as well.

m  Q: Was it difficult to get panelists?

®  A: It was harder than 1 thought it would have been.

@ Certainly in terms of the high level that we were sceking,
110 schedules get filled up well in advance and scheduling was
(11] always a2 major concern for us, given the congressional work
112 schedule, recess schedule and so on, in an effort to be
{13} timely in connection with when we did different subjects and
(14 that sort of thing.

1155 So when you look at all of the - [ mean, even

135} down to the nitty-gritty of which hotel could we reserve at
(111 which time and where was it going to be and that sort of
(14 thing, it was a very complex calculus to put these together.
(19  Q: You said you made an effort to be timely in the

120; conferences. How would you define timely?

@211  A: Well, things that were cither issues that were

(22 ripe for public discussion or that were about to be. For

23 example, we did one megaconference in - [ guess it was late
=4} ‘95 or early ‘96 on public utility deregulation and concepts
{25) like retail wheeling and competition among distribution and
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1] CEOs?
2 A: 1did not. I think [ previously testified 1 did
@ not know any of them.
4 Q: Did you know any of the CEOs personally or
(5] professionally at any of the other megaconferences?
€  A: [ donm't think 50. Not 2ll of the participants at
1 the subsequent megaconferences were CEOs. Not all of them
101 were CEOs at the first one. And there were certainly
@ panclists that [ knew in subsequent megaconferences from my
(10} own background, but I don’t recall that [ knew any of the
{111 other CEOs.
1tz MS.ROSENBERG: Why don't we take a 10-minute
113 break?
14 [Recess.]
(+5; BY MS. ROSENBERG:
11§)  Q: Mr. Bolton, we were talking about, before we took
(17 a break, about the megaconferences and panelists and how
e} they were invited to be panclists. You testificd that you
(191 had some invofvement in inviting panelisis but that there
120, were other ways that panclists came to be on the forums.
R  Can you describe how else panelists were invited,
23 who clse was involved in the decision-making?
@3 A: Well, [ think the staff of NPF, particularly the
124} policy council directors, who were familiar with the
[25] substantive issues, knew who some of the most articulate
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(1} provision of electrical powes, which was really before that
121 had come up very much on the public radar screen. That was
(3! something that I was particularly happy to do because we
# thought that was the sort of thing where, to go back to my
151 sun and moon metaphor, where we could have an carly
18) discussion on that.
M  Telecommunications, in *95, I think most peopie
[# felt that '95 would be the year in which Congress enacted
# major telecommunications reform, It turned out it didn't
110} happen until 1996 but we wanted to present the issues very
{11] early in that debate, as well. That's a sort of typical
112] example.
13 Q: Was the timing of megaconferences ever determined
{141 by things that were actually happening on Capitol Hill -
115) hearings or legisiation?
1el  A: No. It would have been too hard to calibrate.
(17 These were big events, which is why we called them
(18] megaconferences.
9 Q: How was the budget of the megaconferences
201 determined?
@1  A: Well, in the first one we had certain things that
122) were sort of fixed. We knew what the rent for the hall
{z3) would be at the Renaissance Hotel. We knew things like
(28 that. And then, after that, we had a pretty good idea what
12s]_the cost for setting up would be, what the cost of lunch
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1 that we usually provided would be, the cost of transcription
@ services, the lighting, the sound system and alf those
P} various things.
#)  And the budget didn'y vary that much during the 15
51 or so that we did after that. It was pretty well known,
[6) within some vatiation.
M Q: And what was that? Do you secall?
0  A: The average would have been between 35 and
™ $50,000.
pa i And how did NPF pay for the megaconferences?
11 A: From the general treasury that we had, from the
{t21 funds that were in the general treasury.
(13 % So,in other words, the normal solicitations for
{14 contributions would have been used to pay for the
{15 megaconfercnces?
(&  A: That's correct. What we did, in part, was that we
117 thought people who had an interest in the subject matter of
14 the conference might be willing to make a contribution, and
19] we talked to them about the work of NPE talked to them
1201 about the nature of its mission and what we were doing, and
121} solicit=d their support. Sometimes they made a
(22) contri-ution; sometimes they didn't.
Ry O: Did you view the megaconferences themselves as
24 fund-raising events?
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11 Qr And do you recall how individuals managed to get
2 on the guest list for these receptions?
@ A: [ think some were in the files, as [ say, as
14 companies that had already contributed; some were people we
15} had approached; others were people who were involved in
@ industrics that we had cither done a megaconference on or
m were contemplating doing a megaconferénce on who we thought
| would be interested in NPF's work. That sort of legwork and
[ research, if you will, was done by Grace Wiggins when she
{10} was there and Diane Harrison.
{11 Alotof people were suggested by others that we
112} or they already knew and they said, "Well, you should invite
13 X and Y might be interested,” and so on.
114  Q: Did Haley Barbour make any suggestions as 1o who
115} should be invited to the receptions?
t16]  A: 'm sure he did, yeah. I don't recall any
10 specifically but as part of the conversations he was having,
{16 he made suggestions about invitations to those receptions,
191 people that I should see to follow up on to discuss NPE's
R0 work in more detail and that sort of thing.
) Q: And did you make any suggestions of any
@2 individuals to invite?
3 A: 1 may well have. I don't recall any specifically.
24  Q: Justa point of clarification, and [ don’t mean to

@5 _A: No, no, not in the sense that you think of selling (25]_be correcting you but your fund-raiser you keep referringto
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t1 tickets at a table or anything like that; not at all. They 1] as Grace Wiggins; is that her last name?
[z were, 1 think, useful as examples of some of the work NPF @  A: | think she's Grace Cummings now.
P} was doing in the policy arena. We also talked about the ™  Q: Ithought,in things I'd been reading, it was
W) television show; we talked aboul Common Sense; we talked 4] actually Weigers.
{5 about Agenda for Atnerica that 1 was in the process of 55 A: Grace Weigers; I'm sorry.
{8 writing. Later we talked a little bit about the wark we 6  Q:Ijust wanted to clarify that for the record. |
M were doing on the presidential transition ¢ffort. M belicve it's W-i-¢-g-c-1-5, Or &-4.
188  Things like chat. Inn other words, the work that ™ A: Ed
@ NPF was doing, we hoped to show to companices that it was ®  @: Okay. ! just wanted to make sure we're talking

110) something that was worth supporting. 119 about the same person when you mention her. Thanks.

< Q: Did NPF ever have fund-raising events, as I think (11,  Were there any other fund-raising events besides
T 12 you described it - selling tickets or - ['2 these receptions you've described?
r)m: A: Not selling tickets. We had a couple o three 13y A: [ don't recall any others.

14) receptions, all of which, 1 think, were in 1995. I'm n4  Q: Genting back now to your role in various aspects

{15} dhiinking of two specifically where we invited people who 18] of NPF, what was your role regarding production of the

116] were Washington representatives of different companies, {16 publications that NPF put out?

(171 different trade associations, professional people in un A: Cary Weil was day to day in charge of producing

{18) Washington. 8 Common Sense. 1 think her title was managing editor or

119 The two that I'm thinking of, Haley and Speaker 19} something like that. [ had overall responsibility fof it.

(20) Gingrich both spoke. ] spoke a little bit. 1 introduced {201 She did a very good job. ] mostly let her doit.1 would

1) them, mostly. They spoke about the work of NPF and what NPF 121} read the articles as they came in from time to time, decide

?2) was doing. {22 oh somic, give her prioritics, what I thought was igportant

@3 Q: Do you recall when those receptions 100k place? 23 to include. But basically, she carsied the work.

R4 A; I believe they were in the spring ot summer of {24} Fran Westner did the newsletter. We'd talk about

) '95. There may have been one other. [ can recal [25) it, its preparation, but she was responsibie for writing it
Page 46 Page 48

{1 p‘t;‘ysicwy being at two.There may have been one or two
[ others.
@ Q: Where did they take place - the receptions take
w place?
18 A: One took place at the Capitol Hill Club. One took
16} place at a restaurant down the street from NPF's
1 headquarters on Pennsylvania Avenue,
m  Q: And how many peopie attended thosc receptions?
™  A: Twenty or 25.We decided - | guess this was
119 mostly mine and Haley's decision - not 1o pursue that
{t1 because it didn't seem to be a very effective way to do it.
11y I personally don't enjoy that sort of thing that much so 1
(13 was not at all unhappy to abandon that style.
tdt G Were they effective fupd-raisers at all?
(151 A I don't think so, no.
118 Q: Were the guests for those receptions
{11 representatives of one particular industry or a particuiar
'8} industry, say, for each reception?
(11 A: No,in some cases they were tepresentatives of
R20) rompanies that had already made a conuibntion. In some
- they were companies we'd talked to. [n other cases
[22;- ey were just people we thought might be interested in
(231 NPF's work. It was kind of 2 fairly wide variety.
129)  largely I would describe it as Washingion

{11 and putting it together.

@  @: Did you have any role in deciding who would

@) contribute articles to any of the publications?

W  A: Yes, Idid, to Common Scnse.

55 @: And what was that role? How did you decide?

&  A: Sometimes we solicited articles frofo people that 1

m thought would make for an interesting conversation.

1) Somctimes articles came in and we had 10 make judgments
9 whether they fit our editorial priorities. A varicty of

oy different things like that,

11y Q: Were donors ever given the opportunity to submit
(12| an article in exchange for making a contribution?

13 A: Not while [ was there. . L

e Q: Who decided - or what was your role in deciding

ft57 who would receive the various publications, either the

[18] newsletter or Comeon Sense?

171 A: The newsletter went to the members of the policy
(8 councils, which was around 1,500 people roughly, went to
(19 contributors, one or two people per carparate contributor.
[20] 1t went to a press list and may have gone to some other

121} people, That list - I've just described the categories -

[22 that list may have changed - those lists may have changed
@3] from time to time. The categories were basically set.

249  We, from time to time, sent the newsletter to

125, representative-type people.

[25_people who were potential contributors as a further
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(1] indication of what NPF was doing.
a1  Common Sense was mailed to a series of lists of
B} between 15,000 and 18,000 people per quaricrly issuc and
¢ that list was compiled of all members of Congress,
151 Republican and Democrat, Republican officcholders around the
61 country, subscribers in academic libraries, university
m libraries and others around the country, media lists, things
18y like that. It was basically the same list that was mailed
is} over and over again. It went to all the members of the
o) policy councif - Common Sense went to all the members of
(111 the policy councils. It went to contributors. That's
{12] basically about it.
3 Gt Did vou ¢ver charge anyone for copies of Common
[14] Sense?
115 A We would have loved 1o have made Common Sense a
116} profit.making operation. We did have a subscription rate.
(17 It was a relatively small number of subscribers, mostly
18] university libraries, that sort of thing.
19}  We discussed, from time to time, making it a cost
t20] center in and of itself and, for a variery of reasons,
121] concluded that it was never quite right to do that.
@2 & So the groups or individuals you just named who
{23 received Common Sense, they got it for free?

l Page §3

111 public forum. What they did when they walked off the stage,
1 [ don't know, But that wasn't part of our program.
(3 1might say we had sign-up sheets at all these
4} megaconferences which were routincly attended by at least
(51 one or two peopie from the Democratic National Committec,
8] and I don't know what they did, cither.
M  MR. PERRY: The conferences were certainly open to
te] Democrats?
@  THE WITNESS: They were open to anybody basically.

) BY MS. ROSENBERG:

{111 Q: Have you ever uscd any contacts from an NPF

(121 conference in your current lobbying or law practice?

(131  A: No.

(4 ©Q: Were the megaconferences broadcast on GOP-TV?

115  A: 1 don't know the answer to that.
(6] Q: Were they broadcast anywhere?
1m  A: 1don't know the answer to that. C.5pan was there

(18} a couple of times. A number of TV networks came for

19) different ones, for different purposes. Whether they were
1200 broadcast or not, I honesuy don’t knaw.

@Y  @: You had said that - earlier you testified that -

2 A: ] might say we had some TV footage done of some of
(23 them for the NPF TV show. So in that sense I believe at

) A: That's correct. {24] least small bits and pieces of them would have been
251 Q: Did any of the political parties receive Common 125) broadcast.
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{11 Sense? 1) Q: Could you tell me about the NPFTV show?

@  A: 1don't think we sent anything to the political
3} parties.We sent, as | said, we sent an issuc to every
14 member of Congress, all 535, and many of the staffs, staff
151 directors and that sort of thing, received their own copies;
161 members of policy councils who may have been party officials
M or that sort of thing,
8 O: And then you had another publication, if I
18] remember ¢orrectly. That was the Listening to America
110) publication, correct?
11 A: Well, Listening to America was published in 1994
(12) in two versions, a long version and a short vetsion, and
113 that was before 1 got there. It was a one-time shot. It
{14] was not an on-going publication.
psi Qi Were there any other publications while you were
(18) there?
iim At No, the newsletter and Common Sensc were the two
{18] publications.
(195 Q: Getting back, then, to the megaconferences and
{20 talking more about the panels and how they were determined,
{21) were there steering committees at all to help recruit
22 panelists?
3 A: We had, on an ad hoc basis, sometimes pecple who

"le4) we considered knowledgeable about the particufar topic ~

[25]_sometimes congressional staff members; mostly it was

1  A: It was a half an hour show broadcast once a month
@ or six times. In the first six months of '95 we concluded
) that it was not cost-cffective and we ended it after the six
{s1 shows that Haley had committed to broadcast when he arranged
16 to pick it up.
M Q: And how was that paid for?
(@  A: That would have been paid for out of the normal
m) contributions, out of the gefteral weasury.
po  Q: And was it your testimony earlier ~ correct me if
11} I'm wrong - that the RNC was somchow involved in the
112] broadcast?
113  A: We purchased the RINC's services as 2 vendor -
(14 their broadcast facility, their technical people and that
15} sort of thing. We paid them a commercial fee for that and
{tg] those receipts from the RNC - from NPF to the RNC were made
(17 basically on a show by show basis.
pa  Q: How did you establish the fee that NPF would pay
1oy RNC?
@8  A: Fran Westner talked to 2 number of people about
1) what it might be. We had inquiries from some other peoplc
[22) about doing the show; about producing it for us, She made
1) some calls, ] believe, to other possible producers.And the
{24) people at the RNC were told by their counsel, 2s ours was
(26) advising us, that the fee should be on a commercial basis.
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{11 internal NPF staff - who were involved in doing it,

(2 sometimes people from the policy councils, but the kind of

{3 workaday responsibility was NPF's.

#  Q: And when clected officials, members of Congress,

{s] were invited to the megaconférences, were they ever

i reimbursed for their expenses?

m  A: No.We, from time to time, would have a van or a

{8} car to be able to bring them from Capitol Hill to the

] Renaissance Hotel, where most of them took place, to make
110) sure they could get back for votes and that sort of thing,
{11 but many of them also came on their own and [ don't believe
(12} we ever reimbursed them for cab fare or anything like that.
{(13)  Q: Was there ever honoraria?
4 A: No, not for the megaconferences.

1)  Q: Was there cver honoraria for anything?
116  A: Not while 1 was there; [ don’t believe 50, no.
1 Q: Werc the megaconferences ever used as a vehicle

{+#} for lobbying the Republican or Democtatic members of

19} Congress who might have been panelists?

tza;  A: Not by NPF, no.

21 Q: Are you aware that anyonc might have lobbied, and

122) I'l use that term looscly, the members of Congress who were
123} panelists or guests at the megaconferences?

2 A: Well, the purpose of the megaconference was to

1281 talk about the issucs, and that's what was done in the
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[}  Q: So to the best of your knowledge, the fee was
{21 roughly what you would have had to pay another producer?
@ A: I believe that's correct.
4  Q: So why did you choose the RNC?
15 A: Because it was two blocks down the steeet and it
6] was high quality and because Haley wanted to do that.
M @: And do you know why Haley wanted to do that?
8  A: Because it was two blocks down the street and it
7 was high quality.
poy  Q: What can you tetl me about NPF's involvement with
{111 the Republican Exchange Satellite Network?
(121 A: I believe that is the organization that
(13] transferred the TV show to NPF That was negotiated
(14) basically before 1 came on board. In other words, the
115 decision had been madc to undertake this. | think the final
(16] documents were signed after I came on board. I think
{17 Denning actually signed them but it was a decision that was
(18] madc before 1 showed up.
1]  Q: So you weren't involved in any of the decision-
[20) making process at all?
@1 A: No, not to take the show over.
227 Q: Do you know what that means, to take the show
123] over? Can you define that for me?

(284 A: Well, [ think the RESN had the name to the show
1251_and had access to satellite broadcast channeis. Now, | am
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j way over my head technically here and | feel very unsure
2 even saying that, but they had some arrangement that existed
@ whereby the satellites or the cable networks or whatever
o they were would transmit the show, and Haley had agreed to
fulfill those obligations for a period of six monthly
16 broadcasts, with the option to continue it further if he
M wanted to.
8  Q: Do you know if there was any payment - I'm way
@ over my head in discussing this satellite issue, as well,
{*0} but do you know if there was payment for the right to
{rt] broadcast - payment to RESN for the right to broadcast the
12, shows or use their satellite?
113)  A: No.Ibelieve when the transfer of the show was
{+4) made there was no payment from NPF to RESN and there wasno
115) payment by NPF that ['m aware of to satellite owners or
1161 anything else. The only cost I was aware of to NPF was the
117) cost of producing each of the six shows.
-1 Q: Did you ever receive contributions from
“119) individuals who saw the broadcast?
=g A: ldon't know the answer to that. 1 don’t recall
7121) ever sceing a letter that said, "Gee, | saw the show and
. {22 here's a check.” 1 don't recall that, ] don't believe that
‘@3 happened.
¢q Q: You mentioned that parts of mcgaconferences were
- [25,_sometimes broadcast. What else were the topics or themes of

(11 potential fund-raisers?
@ A: They were recommended by a number of people, yes.
3  Q: Do you know who recommended them?
4  A: 1 don't recall offhand. Having not had rca.llﬁ :
{5} very much experience myself, 1 wasn't in 2 position to make
16 that judgment but the recommendations that did come in were
 sufficient to convince me at the time that they were
(8) competent to do the job.As 1 say, 1 talked to Haley about
1 them and he cither was comfortable enough, knowing them
(10 personally, or with the people who had recommended them,
t11) that he concurred.
P21 Q: Without getting into the identity of donors, how
113} were the names of donors determined?
(14 A: Through a varicty of different mechanisms -
{15) people who were on the policy councils and their b.usincss
(e affiliations, people who made inquiry about the National
(173 Policy Forum, people who came to the megaconferences,people
118) who we thought might be interested in the specific subjects
{19 that we were covering, and just from a general review of
20} ' what we knew of goings-on in business and industry.
24 Diane Harrison was a faithful daily reader of the
221 Wall Street Journal, Fortune, Forbes, Business Week, that
(z3) sort of thing, and she and | talked about pcopie who might
(24] be potential contributors.
26 Halcy was probably the major source of names of
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o the shows?

@ A: Well, the tapes are somewhere in the NPF files.

1) We did one on the environment. We did ~ we might have done
-+ 4] two on the environment. We did one on foreign policy. |
- |5 don't recall the other topics but they were of that kind,
-6 the broad policy discussions that would have been typical of

‘ the megaconferences. Frequently, when we were planning one
;{4 of the shows, having in mind that we had just done a
. . megaconference or that a2 megaconference was coming up, the
T poy topics were frequently related.

® Q; And who were the guests on the shows?

i~ A: The guests were some clected Republican officials,

113) some people on the policy councils, different kinds of

1141 people like that. We had a couple of temote broadcasts.

151 'We had one on the environment with the governor of

(18] Mississippi, from Jackson, Mississippi. We had one from

(17 Little Rock with Lieutenant Governor, as he was then,

11e] Huckaby. We had one remote from Norfolk, Virginia from a

151 couple of people who owned a laundry who were being

{20} harassed, in their view, by the EPA, which was a really good

121 ong, that sort of thing.

22 We tricd to have a variety of different guests so

3 it wasn't all just - 1 was the host and we wanted to avoid
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{11 people who he spoke with.
@ Q: And I know you testificd carlier you had not done
3] a lot of fund-raising - previously didn't have a lot of
@} fundraising experience, but did you eventually get involved
{51 in the fund-raising process at NPF?
&  A: Sure.What I did was talk to prospective
[ contributors about the work of NPE described what we did in
te] terms of the megaconferences, Common Sense, Agenda for
@ America and the other things we were doing, tried to answer
110] their questions about the structure of NPF, who was involved
[11j in it, that kind of thing.
{121 @ You talked to prospective contributors in one-on-
(13 one meetings or over the phone? How did that work?
(4] A: Well, both, and from time to time, I would say
115 beginning from the spring of 1995 through the end of 1996,
(18] often Diane Harrison and | would go to visit somebody in the
{171 Washington office, for example, of a corporation or trade
{18} association.
1) I'would basically explain the work of NPF, a5 I've
120} said several times here today. Diane would be the kind of
[21] follow-up person to deal with whomever from the particuiar
(22} business or trade association who would be cither the
3] decision-maket or the point of contact for talking about the

‘r4) having it entirely just people talking back and forth about {es) potential contribution.
{25]_policy issues, so we tried to do 2 little bit of that. s Q: How much of your time was spent on these fund-
E Page 58 Page 61
{1 Haley was the host on the first one and | was the host on [%] raising meetings? . .
{# the other five. @  A: It's very hard to put a percentage on it but it
m  Q: Was it your first foray into television? [3) was a fraction of mytotal time,
4}  A: I've done a lot of television but I was never a 41  Q: On sort of a weekly basis, can you give mean
1s) host before that. . {5] estimate of how much time you would spend fund-raising?
i Q: Moving on to fund-raising at the National Policy &  A: I'd be very leery about 2 percentage. 1 mean,
17} Forum, was there a separate finance department at the m there might be some wecks where we'd have four or five
85 Naticnal Policy Forum? (] meetings. You know, you get in a cab and arrive at K Street
) A: Yes, there was. @ and waijt and meet for half an hour and get another cab and
1o Q: Andl believe you testified that when you came on, {10] come back, and two or three times a day. But then there
{11} that would have been Grace Weigers and - {+1] would be stretches where that wouldn't happen, as well.
(tz1  A: She wasn’t there. Kelly Guesnier was there and 11 Soldid not keep hourly time records and I'd be
113 Heather El [iaj was there. Kelly Guesnier than left and [ {13} very reluctant to give a guess, but it was certainly a
{14) brought Grace Weigers and Diane Harrison. (14] distinct minority. . .
[t5  Q: Did Heather El Haj stay on? 11ss  @: And when you went on the fund-raising meetings,
1§  A: She stayed on for over a year. She left sometime (16] you said that Diane Harrison went with you. Did anybody
{t7 in the spring of 1996, 1 think. 1'7 clse go with you? )
ne Q: And were you entirely responsible for hiring Grace (18]  A: Very rarely. I can't even think of another time
Veigers and Diane Harrison? (19} when others would have. She was responsible for fund-
t+-~" A: ] talked 10 Haley about both of them. 1 think he t20] raising at NPF so it was very important to have her come
121 either knew who they were or knew of them. [21] along. People would get to know her and then she would be
a7 Q: Had Haley said not to hire cither one of them, 1221 able to follow up with it. ) .
231 would you have been able to - 23  Q: Did Haley Barbour ever go with you on fund-raising
rzq  A: I would not have hired them. 24 calls? ,
1 __ Q: And do you know if they were recommended as 28] A: Not on calls that 1 went out to, the sort ['ve
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t1] described, no.
@ Q: And Grace Weigers did not go with you?
1 A: Grace wasn't there that long. She may have gone
4] out on a couple.1 don’t mean to exclude her. { just don’t
151 recall one specifically.
1  Q: And do you know who set up the fund-raising
M meetings?
1  A: Typically Diane would have asked - Diane Harrison
™ would have asked for the appointment.

(1) Q: Was there any reporting to Haley Barbour about the
{11} fund-raising at NPF?
i1 A: From time to time we would send him descriptions

(13 or | would talk to him on the phone of people I thought he
(14 personially should follow up with. Diane Harrison regularly
15 put together a list of calls that we hoped he would make.

1s6) On his travels around the country, you know, from a phone in
(171 an airport, he'd have the NPF list and take it out and call

118} somebody. I think that describes it.

p9  Q: Do you know where Diane Harrison is now?

o A: She's in Kentucky, | believe,

@1 Q: How successful were fund-raising operations while

12 you were there? Did you get responses from the majority of
123 pe,oplc. contributions from the majority of people you tatked
24 to?

25 A: I don't think we ever did 2 rack-up that would
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M Q: Yes,
™  A:; There weren't enough who came and said, "We want
[ to give you money." 1 don't recall any cascs where we
] returned a check. I don't recall any where somebody
(5 approached us and we turned them down.
®  I've read Chairman Thompson'’s order and [
7 «ertainly will abide by it but the bulk of the contributors,
(# as I've said, and { would have said this in fund-raising
[ meetings at the time, the bulk of the contributors were
{16 corporations whose names would be very familiar with you,
{11) trade associations, and a few individuals,
13  Soit was not a direct mail - there was not a
{13 lazge, piles and piles of checks coming in the door. It was
[14] a relatively small number.
115 Q: Did NPF have a policy regarding contributions from
{15 foreign nationals or foreign-owned corporations?
tn  A: There was no policy but there were almost no such
118) contributions.
tsp  Q: Were there any?
20  A: From foreign companics? Leaving the question of
21] what you want to call Young Brothers Development out of it
1z for a second, 1 was not aware of any contributions during my
(23) time at NPF from foreign corporations.
24  Qr Are you aware of a contribution from an entity
225 called the Pacific Cultural Foundation?
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{1] give an answer to that question. In 1995, the total
12 receipts and total expenditures for the program and
[) operating expenses of NPF were roughly equal.
@1 We had an increase in debt owed to the RNC that
ts] was almost exactly equal to the decrease in debt paid off to
(& Signet. If you eliminate the payment of the Signet debt and
M the receipt of the additional loans from the RNC, take that
(@ out, what 2 company reporling would call its actual
{9 operating revenucs and expenditures, we broke cven in 1995
(10} at a level of about $3 million, which was the highest level
it} then to date, but hasically we broke even.
121 That didn’t turn out to be the case in 1996. But
113) 1 considered 1995, on that basis, having NPF gone into debt
[ in 1993, gone into debt in 1994, my first year, in 1995, at
(15 least the net debt at the end of the year was no greater
11e) than it had been at the beginning of the year, It wasn't
117 less, but it wasn't any greater.
'y Q: Do you have any idea why the increase in debt to
{i9] the RNC was comparable to the decrease in debt to Signet?
e} A: It wasn’t necessarily on a dollar for dollar
{24} basis. It wasn't intended to be, aithough foans from the
22 RNC were used to pay the Signet debt. It just worked out,
123 at the end of the year. It wasn't by design. It's just

‘re4) that’s the way the numbers worked out.

125y Q: How were contribution solicitations documented?
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1 A: Yes, I was.
@ Q: And would you describe that as a foreign
3 corporation or -
By A: I don't know what its legal status was. It was
(5 not a for-profit corporation. It was like a think-tank.
15 Q@: And do you know where the Pacific Cultural
(1 Foundation's moncy came from? Was it U.5. moncy or did it
@ come from outside the U.S.?
® A: I believe its principal source of receipts was
{19 non-U.S. money.
(1  Q: Were you or was anyone at NPF aware of that at the
(17) time they accepted the contribution?
13 A: Jack Copeland, who was a person who actually
(4] solicited that contribution, [ think was aware of it. We
[15] were aware that it was 2 Taiwancse entity but at the time,
116 'we believed at the time it was a not-for-profit entity.
17 Q: And are you aware of any contributions from an
{18} organization called Panda Estates or Panda Industries?
A: I was aware of that at the time it was made, yes.

e

oy  Q: Do you know who solicited that contribution?
Ry A: Joe Gaylord.

2 Q: Who's joe Gaylord?

@ A: He is a political consultant in Washington, does a
24 lot of work for the Speaker.
s Q: He does a lot of work for?
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i A: In virtually every case that [ can think of that |
2 met with somebody, we would follow it up with a Jetter that
@ said, “Dr. Mr., it was a pleasure to meet with you,” da-da-
) da-da<da and "here’s what we're doing” and would perhaps
[5] contains some additional explanatory material about NPF,
18] because that's the way most corporations or trade
m associations like to proceed. They like to have a document
8 that they can put into their system.
m  There were other fund-raising lenters that we sent
197 out without these meetings. There were other contacts that
1] Haley and perhaps others made that would not necessarily
(171 have been documented like that in the NPF files.
13 But whenever we had a meeting of the kind we've
(14) been talking about, aimost invariably, we would follow that
(15} up with a letter.
16 Q: Do you still have any of the letters?
17 _ A: 1don't have any of them. They're all in the NPF
t'a) files. The finance files at NPF were kept separate from ail
(9} the other files and when we left in Dece r, those were all
120) stored in the storchouse.
2y Q: Was anyone at NFF - let me back up. Were there
122 any potential donors that you would refuse to accept a
{751 contribution from?
24  A: Were there any who came to us and said, "We want

(28] lo give you money” that we refused?
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{1 A: The Speaker of the House.

7 Q: Speaker Gingrich?

™ A Yes

4 @ And was there any question at the time that that

{5] contribution was solicited or that contribution catne in

(61 about the source of funds?

m  A: Yes, therc was,

®  Q: And what was the question?

@  A: Well, I raised it. Gaylord was paid a consulting
vy fee by NPF 1o raise money, which he wasn't doing. Panda
(1] Entérprises was the first contribution that came in under
120 his auspices. There were three that came in‘together:
113) Panda Enterprises, Mor - well, we're not going (o - one
{14] investment banking firm and onc law firm, Both the
|15 investument banking firm and the law firm were domestic U S.
(18] entities whose names would be well known to you. I looked
{17 at Panda Enterprises and asked what it was.
1y [ might say also Gaylord getting this monthly fce,
10} which I eventually convinced Haley to cut off, told us that
129 the amount of these contributions had to be reduced by 10
(1] percent as a fee for the person who had actually raised
221 them, which 1 didn't like, either.
23  But anyway, looking at Panda Enterprises, ['d
[24 never heard of that operation and I asked - I think 1 asked

251 Dianc Harrison to find out who they were.And the response
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(11 from Gaylord was that it was a Hollywood entertainment
{2 company.
B3 Q: And you accepted that?
= A: We accepted that.
Q: Do you recall how much that contsibution was for?
18 A: I think it was for $50,000.
M Q: And do you recall how much the Pacific Cultural
(81 Foundation contribution was?
@ A: [believe that was for $25,000. Let me just
1o} clarify. We were not under any impression at the time that
(11 Panda Enterprises had any foreign connection whatever.
1z Q: Did you know or had you heard of the hame Ted
119) Sicong in connection with that contribution?
(4]  A: I had never heard that name before, I've seen it
[15) in the papers recently but until about three weeks ago, 1
16} had never heard that name.
191 Q: And had you ever heard the name Jessica El
1 Nitiarta?
ts  A: Not until I saw it in the paper a few weeks ago.
‘@) It did strike me when | saw the name in the paper that she
‘@1 may have been the fund-raiser for whom Gaylord wanted the
13 commission, in effect, but ] don't recall that. | don't
‘2 reember whether NPF sent this person a chack or how that
{%) commission was handled, but I didn't like it because we were

(11 1 know of to raisc any money in foreign contributions, let
2 alone any substantial part of NPF's operating expenses.,
P Q: Did you ever take any foreign travel while you
{1 were at NPE, in your capacity as president of NPF?
5 A: Well, 1 went on foreign trips where [ was
18] identified as the president of NPE, which I was at the lime,
{7 and there were some small parts of expenses on those trips
® that I billed to NPE But | believe that all of the foreign
@ trips I took were either in my personal law practice or at
119 the invitation and with air fare basically paid by the
1Y) inviting organization or sotebody else.
(1 There were some perhaps, just thinking, for
113] example, of the one trip I took to London at the invitaton
14} of the Institute of United States Studies at the University
115) of London to participate in a conference in early 1995 on
(15 the 50th anniversary of the United Nations, and [ gave a
117 paper ~ I gave two papers, actually.
(189  And [ stayed on in London for some number of days
{19 before the conference or after the confetence where I met
29 with members of Parliament, people who were in British
21 think-tanks, some members of the media and what-not as part
@21 of what 1 thought would be an effort to get to know and
(23] establish contact with think-tanks overseas.
24  And so the extra nights that | spent in London on
25) NPF business [ would have billed to NPE, but they were not

.[28)_paying Gaylord for not raising contributions and when he
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- finally found some, we had to pay somebody clse 10 percent.
i g It was, to me, a - I didn’t like it.

a1 Q: It doesn't seem to make much sense, does it?
-:}  A: Nojit sure didn't. :
;.51 Q: Butin connection with the Panda check, it's your
t-{6) understanding that someone got a commission, in addition to

™ Gaylord?
~<8  A: Yes.Well, Gaylord didn't get a commission. He
> @ was getting 2 monthly fee.
igte  Q: And then someone clse gor the commission.

‘} A: On those three checks that came in at the same

| time.
1y Q: Okay.
{14  A: This had been from some event on the West Coast
1% that Gaylord had had some involvement with.
i1  Q: But you don't recall who received the commission?
1 A: 1don't recall the name.
(19 Q: You had said that Gaylord was affiliated with
(19 Speaker Gingrich. Do you know if he attended the event on
29 the West Coast that you just mentioned?
217  A: [ don't know whether he did or not. I don't think
2z [ knew at the time.
(z9  Q: Other than the two contributions we've just been
24} discussing - Panda and Pacific Cultural Foundation - were
2%)_you aware of any other foreign contributions to NPE
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) fund-raising cfforts. They were networking.
@  And also, because my background has been in
1 forcign policy and I discussed this with Haley at the
{4 beginning, I thought this was an opportunity to talk with
[9 other people about various forcizn policy matters on the one
161 trip 1 had with several of my foriner colleagues and
(M counterparts in the Foreign Coramonwealth Office in the
[8) British government and things like that.
™  So there were, as part of these various trips, I
(10 did things that were related to NPF, and NPF paid what [
(1} hoped was a fair and reasonable allocation of the cost of
{12 that part of the travel,
113)  Q: When was the London trip? Do you recall?
(4] A: It was in the February-March-April, somewhere in
{15 there, in 1995.
']  Q: What other trips did you take that had an NPF
111 component to them?
1t8;  A: 1 went to Asia in the fall of 1995, ptincipally to ‘
[19) attend a conference in Shanghai sponsored by the Shanghai
o Institute of International Studies. That trip was paid for
21} by the U.N.Association of the United States through a grant
22 that was made, | believe, by the Asia Foundation.
23  And the way that worked out with the cost of the
[24) air ticket over and back, within the cost of what it would
125 _have cost me to fly from Washington to Shanghai, I was able
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(1] excluding the Young Brothers?
3 A: Leaving aside the question of what Panda
) Entcrprises was, because 1 don't know to this day whether it
4] was foreign or not, | am convinced that during my tenure,
(5] there were no other forcign contributjons.
e  Q: Were there any other contributions, like the Panda
(7 contribution, where you had not heard of the organization
{4 and questioncd what it was?
@  A: 1 think there were probably some corporate names
|10 that I didn't know but I think there was never anything that
111) couldn’t easily be identified as something that was either
12 listed on an American stock exchange or was known to be
(13} family-owned or something like that, that 1 know of.
{14} Q: Was there ever an effort by NPF while you were
1'5) there to raise money from foreign sources?
g A: No.
(7 Let me just say this, since I've read this in the
{'» newspapers, 100, Where I've lcarned so much in the past
. :ouple of weeks. 1 am completely unaware of any concerted
iswfeffort or plan by anybody at any time to raise foreign money
1) for NPE 1 don't recall any discussions of it with Diane
{221 Harrison or Grace Weigers or anybody else.
23  We were certainly looking for corporate and other
f24) support. We discussed potential contributions with a lot of
RS} corporations, but there was certainly no plan whatever that
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{1} to add stops in Hong Kong and Taipei, as well, without any
{7 additional cost to the U.N.Association. I did that and |
{3 spent a couple of days in Hong Kong, a couple of days in
4] Taipei. .
(1  In Hong Kong 1 met with officials of the British .
(6} government that my colleagues here in Washington and in
1 London in the UKFCO had set up. I met with people from the
18} Far Eastern Economic Review and the Asia Wall Strect
®1 Journal, friends of mine who I had known before.
(6] As the schedule would have it,1 was in Hong Kong
{11} over the weekend and ! did same sightseeing. I met with
{121 some people in connection with my law practice.
133  Then I went on to Taipei, where I had mectings
['4) with representatives of the Republic of China government -
{t5) Mou Shit-Ding, whom 1'd known, who was ambassador here in
['6) Washington, who is now the naticfial security adviser to
117 President Lec Teng-Hui. I met with a number of people in
{18 the ROC foreign ministry. I met with ].C. Chen, who, at
(18] that time, was the Kuomintang's head of international
f20] relations. I met with Shaw Yu-Ming at the Institute of
{21 International Relations in Taipei. And these were pecople
(22 that { had cithcr known or dealt with or, in some cases, was
231 mecting for the first time on basically foreign policy
[24] 13SuUCS.

sl In sfeither Hong Kong nor Taipei nor Shanghai, for
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{1} that matter, did 1 do any fund-raising for NPF at all. [

121 guess that's it.

P Q: Prior to your going on these trips, was there any

) discussion that you might do fund-raising for NPF with

5] anyonc at NPF?

&0  A: On the trips?

m Q: Mmhmm.

i) A: Idon't think so, no.The Institute of U.S.

® Studics trip was at the invitation of the director, Gary
1o} McDowell, whom F'd known at the Department of Justice, and
{11 he invited me because of my tenure in the Bush
(121 Administration as assistant secretary for international
{13) organizations.
114 Likewise, the trip to Shanghai. I had been
115 interested in Hong Kong since 1 was at AID in 1981-1982 when
11} the first discussions between the UK and the PRC for the
{17 eventual hand-over took place and because at AID, one of the
(18) things we were rying to do was replace the Carter
(+9} Administration's lﬂc:licy of basic human needs international
[20] dcvdnrmcnt with 2 more market-oriented approach and Hong
121 Kong, 1 thought back in 1981-'82, was a prime example of
2] market-oriented international developmenit. ['ve always been
[23) fascinated by it.

@4  AndTaipei, I had, again coming from my experience

12sL_in the Bush Administration, I had testified and written on
Page 75

11] the subject of why the ROC is entitled to representation in
{1 the United Nations separate from the PRC, and that was the
{3 main subject of conversation with people there.
4 MR, PERAY: That was back in the fall of 1995?
15 = THE WITNESS: The fall of 1995.1 want to say
15j October- November, something like that.
m BY MS, ROSENBERG:
®  Q: Were there any other foreign trips that had any
®1 sort,of NPF component, besides the London trip and the Asia
110) Leip?
(1 A: Sometime in probably the early fall of 1995 [ was
{121 invited by the Cairo Egyptian-American Chamber of Commerce
(13 to give a speech out there, which 1did. [ also had private
fe) clients with interests in Cairo that I dealt with on that
[15) trip but that was not really an NPF trip. | was invited
116} because ] was and introduced as the president of NPE
11 MS. ROSENBERG: Just for the record, David McKean
18] from the minority staff has just stepped in.
[49} BY MS. ROSENBERG:
ro  Q: Any other trips?
29  A: Itook some other trips for my law practice.
222 @: And on any of these trips did you do any fund-
23} raising at all for NPF?
@4  A: I didn’t do any fund-raising for NPF overseas on

[25_any of my trips.

1  MS. ROSENBERG: Off the record.
1) [Whereupon, at 11:30 a.m., the deposition was
3| adjourned.}
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